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SENATOR FULBRIGHTg-ADVISE AND DISSENT

ANNOUNCER: As part of its cantinuing coverage of the Viet Nam
question, CBS News presents: Fulbright--Advise and Dissent. Senator
J. William Pulbright, Chairmwan of the Senate Foreign Relatlams Com~
mittee, and an outspoken critic of the Administrationt's policy In
Viet Nam, 1= gquestioned in thls recorded interview by CBS News Cor-
respondents Erlc Sevareid and Martin Agronsky. First, Mr. Agronsky.

MARTIN AGRONSKY: Senator, do you feel the pollcy the President
is following now in Viet Nam now is a wise one?

_ SENATOR J., WILLIAM PULBRIGHT: Well, with respect to the refer-

ral to the United Natlons, I certainly dos under the cilroumstances,

I think this 1s the best thing he could do. I have already expressed

my reservations about resuming bombing. I think this was too bad.

I wish he'd been more patient about resuming bombing., I dontt think

thet helps it. But in any case, he's done that, and I don't wish %o

- quarrel about it. I think we have to accept it. But I do approve
of going to the United Natlons., I know theret!s much skeptiolsm about

its operating, but the circumstances have changed since that was

last discussed, and I'm hopeful, surely, that they will do something
in the United Ratlons,

o ERIC SEVAREID: Senator Fulbright, youtve spent a great part =
of your life studylng American foreign policy and the history thersedf.
Wefre now suggesting arbltration of this war, Has thls country ever
agreed before in a war to submit to arbitration by others?

FULBRIGHT: I don't recall it. I wust say, I wouldn't want to
pose as the kind of expert your firat statement supposes. I've spent
most of my time in public life studying the problems of Arkansas,
and forelgn relations are just one of my duties, Nevertheless, I
lmow of no precedent for that, but I think it's a good one under
these cirocumstances. It's progressed to the point where wetve
areated thls South Vietnamese government and we're committed to it
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by relteration of the word commitmwent -- I find it very difficult
to find any what I call legal conmitment- through treaty basis, the
usual kind of cowmitment that we have Iin NATO, for example -= I
find 1t very difficult., The explanation that SEATO is the origin
of this leaves mwe very cold -- I'm very dubious about the validity
of these arguments about our commitments. It's a commitwment
largely by relteration of the word that wetre committed -- it's a
self-generating commitment. But there we are. And therefore I
have to modify my feeling to the extent that I'd like to cooperate
in getting out of this. It does me no good really, to say we
shouldn't have been there. I'm tryling to explain why there is so
much feeling about this -~ 1t's very unusual under these circum-
stances.

_ SEVAREID: Senator, do you feel that what President Johnson
has been doing in the last year in Viet Nam is in oconsistent line
with the so-0alled commitments of Presidents Eisenhower and
Kennedy? _ : e

.. FULBRIGHT: President Johnson, in all honesty, inherited this
sltuation. It had beoome quite substantial when he came on the
scene, and he was presented with a very difficult situation. There
were &s many as I recall it, about 20,000 of our people there in the

time of the Tonkin lnocldent, but substantial, but nothing 1ike now.
1 regrot that the President ever started the bowbing, and that much
greater efforts -~ this offensive for peace which has just been
held -- I regret 1t wasn't engaged in before we ever became
involved -~ but that?s hindeight. I don't wish to be too eritical,
goodness knows thatts a difficult job, and he inherited a very
difficult situation, and I don't think 1t's profitable or helpful
to be too oritiocal of that period now, and I have to say myselfl
that I've played a part in that, that I'm not at all proud of.

“And at the time of the Bay of Tonkin, I should have had greater
foresight in the consideration of that resolution -- that would have
‘been & good time to have precipitated a debate, and a re-examination,
re-evaluation of our involvement, and under the influences that
existed then -- 1t was during just the beginning of the presidential
campaign -- I was very much & partisan in that campaign, for Johnson,
for the Adwinistration. I disapproved of the statements of Gold-
water, and I went along with the urging, I may say, of the
Administration. I think 1t's a terrible situation that we're in --
I'm hoping we can find an honorable way out of 1t. I do not wish
to mee thls escalate into a war -- I do not believe in the Secretary’s
theory that this should be the proper place for a confrontation, to
destroy forever the idea that the wars of liberation can succeed.

It meema to me not an appropriate place for that. I think that 1f
you're ever golng to have 1t «- I hope we don't ever have 1t == I'm
not for any confrontation of that sort, of violence, but even 1if you
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siould have it, this 1s a very bad place, and very bad circumstances.
That's why I think this history is significant -~ we shouldn't

aver have a confrontation where there 1s any doubt about the
Justification for our partiocular part at that time, that particular
inecident. - '

SEVAREID: Well the Seoretary of State, Senator, seems to
equate Communist China with Hitler's Germany of the Thirties --
that 1s he feels this is baslocally an aggressive force that unless
one stops them at an early stage, as in Viet Nam now, thinking again
of Hitlerts sourse of action, that you will end up with a great big
war -- that 1t will all get out of hand. Do you subscribe to that
analogy?

- ., FULBRIGHT: I'm afraid I do not -- I do not, This 18 a very
oomplicated situation. In the first place I think we have come to
grossly exaggerate at least the present power of China to carry a
war beyond her borders, from a loglstical point of view -- naval,
moderh weapons” and so on. She has great vast armies ~- 1t would be
a4 terrible mistake to invade her, as the Japanese proved, and nearly
everyone else has proved -- and I think you'd agree to that. But I
do not equate her with Hitler.

. China has a history that is quite different. Actually, if you
want to go into this, I think that the Chinese have every reason to
hate the West -- the history of Western treatment of China, beginning
certainly with the Opium Wars is a wmost disgraceful period of any I
can think of In our history. They have all of the furious feelingsa,
hatred for the West -- what we should be doing, is try to rind ways
to rectify the terrible wrongs that we and all the other Western
countries have inflicted on China. This is imbedded in them.

It reminds me a little bilt of the feelings of the South aflter
reconstruction, 1f I may use an illustration. ' These things get in
people's blood -- 1t takes time to get over 1t, and the Chinese
talk very bad, they are very offensive. But coming back to Viet
Nam, I don't want to be too oritical of it -- as I sald, Itve
admitted that I have wade a mistake -- I wasn't conseious of this.
I'm not an expert on this area, and perhaps I have no business
talking about it, but you've asked me to come here and talk about
it, and in my position of Chairman, I feel I cantt refuse -- I don't
profess to be any great expert on it., When I'm asked to say some-
thing, I feel I ought to. This is more a feeling than it ias an
;qﬁeiiéctual analysis of all these elements. Therets much about
this I don't know, , ‘

;i When they say only the President has the information to make a
declsion in many respects, thatts right -- but we have to give
advice, I think the advice that the Constitution contemplated for
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us 1s to reflect the common man'!s feeling about what he does know
about these things, by instinct. But the great United States --
this enormously powerful country, becoming involved on the basis we
did here, and taking it out on a little country of -- whatever it
is -= 14 million peopls, to prove some vast point, of the success
of the communist plot, as they call it -~ is not very becoming to
us. If we want to confront, 1f we really are confronting China --
1T %his is really a threat, why don't we attack China or Russia,
have it out with someone our own slze?

SEVAREID: You certainly don't advocate thati?

FULBRIGHT: I do not =« of course I dont't. I don't even
advocate attacking North Viet Nam. I don't at all. I think our
whole purpose of policy should be the other way ~- I think we should
try to find ~- and we can afford 1t -- this business of our prestige,
to me doean't appeal at all., If any country could ever afford to
withdraw, let's say, or to medlate, or conoiliaste, be conciliating,
in this case -- we can -~ nobody 1z going to think we're a paper
tiger because we make a settlement here. ,

| After all, the Russians have withdrawn, in several instances,
and nobody ever thought they were no longer of any account in the
world, that they're a paper tiger, as they say. They withdrew from
(Pocalla?) --I dont't lmow all the oircumstances, they withdrew; they
got out of Austria, after long travall; and they got out of

Azerbal Janl, they got out of Cuba -~ why didn't they stand up and say,
our prestige is involved, these Americans can't push us around, and
by gads we'll have 1t out. I'm glad theg did. T think they were
wrong in going there, but this has some bearing on i1t, United

States 1sn't golng to lose, on the contrary, I think we'd gain a

dot of stature 1If we were wise and wagnanimous, in seeking a settle-
ment of this, and I hope it will cowme out of the United Nations.

N AGRONSKY: 3enator, the whole thrust of your observations
seems to be that we haven't been slncerely seeking a settlement,
Do you feel that we've been hypooritical about that?

.. - FULBRIGHT: Well, you don't want me to make personal comments
about our officlala -- I don't think that's a proper question for
me to say hypooritical -- I would question wisdom, and I think this
1s legitimate always, I mean as a representative of the people of
Arkansas, it's my duty, within what little information and judgment
I have, to try to use 1t, and I do guestion the judgment in this
instance, and I think we were misled by this preoccupation with
what has been called so often the lnternational conspiracy of
communism. Many people still use this, completely ignoring the
split between the various ocountries -- they say that's not true,
1tts Just a trick to trick us, to mislead us, and we have much of
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— shuv 18rt, and I don't minimize Lhe danger ol a country like
Russla -- the eventual danger, China. And now is the time to try
to get this back on the track so that when China does become &
very powerful country, with the capacity for aggrasslon, beyond
her borders, that she won't still be of the disposition to do so.
- That ought to be our objective.

. SEVAREID: BSenator, you say you're questioning only the
wisdom of these policies, but you have questioned more than that
in the past. You have said, in the connection of the Dominioan
intervention that the government has not been candid with the
American people -- they haven't oome clean with us. Senator Morse
sald the other day that if the files of your Forelgn Relations
Committes were opened, people would be surprised at what they had,
1 assume, not been told. What do you feel about 1t?

FULBRIGHT: Well now, these are two different ones., I dont't
want to get to generalizing too much. In the case of the Dominican
Republic, I think it 1s very clear that there was a difference in
the announced objective of the intervention, and the real objeotive
of the intervention. That's the closest that I can think of, of
being a diverslon between the fact and the stated fact. In the
cagse of the briefings that have taken place over the years in
regard to Viet Nam, my best guess 1s that those who briefed us
erroneously, were themselves mlsled and didn't understand the
situation. I mean I cannot believe that people like MoNamara, who
is one of the prineipal briefers, and Taylor -- these are men that
I think are of the highesat integrity -- I wouldnt't for a moment
try to lnsinuate that they would try to mislsad us -- I don't think
80, I think they are very fine men, I mean I have the greatest
respect for them.

. And I think that for reasons I don't quite understand, what
they told us about the. situatlion, the progress of the war, did no%
furn out to bs aocurate. :

;.. SEVAREID: But, Senator, thls raises a very serious kind of
permanent question of how our Adminlstration actions and conclusions
on the facts at any moment, to be double-checked. Maybe the press
has failed. You have come in well after the fact on the Dominiean
Republic, and said it was wrong., You come along now, 18 months
after the resolution of the Tonkin Gulf, and said that shouldn't
have been done that way. '

.. 18 there a way that the Senate, for example, can be in at the
take=off == :

* 'FULBRIGHT: There 1s no possible way for the Senate. We can't
haye.s depgriment of our own --.8 GLA of oy own, and all that --"we
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have six overworked prolessional staii members ol wy committee -
we've always traditionally relled upon the Administration, and I
think we always will. g; don': think %t;s geasigégggo dodfg;;;ﬂlﬁnd
our fupetlon isnlt, to guplioate the S_.‘E,.a.mg eparmant,..and. the CIA.
You will reoi%igfhatgthege 35@93 great outery by the Administration
against certain Journalists In Viet Nam, saying they were misleading
the publio, Well the journaliats proved to be right, I think, by
the oourse of events.

.~ The same way 1n the Dowinlcan Republlc. 1In my view many of the
reports of what took place, by jJournalists, proved to be more

ascurate than some of the officlal reports. I don't know how this
happeng == or why «- .

SEVAREID: What good'is.the advice of the Senate, if it 1is

iiiﬁays well after the faots, and too late. What's wrong with the
mechanism? . : '

s . FULBRIGHT: I% 1sn't much good, I don't think in many ocases ~-
we usually go along with the Administration, as I say, as & kind of
4 general oconsolience of the people I suppose. I can't recall many
great contributlions wade to the forelgn policies of this oountry.
I. oan recall the Senate!s aotion on the League of Nations, which T
think was a disaster, and they don't always do right, and I may

not be correct in my judgment either. I try to be restrained about
1t. ,

 AGRONSKY: Senator Fulbright, North Viet Nam has declared today
that 1t would consider any resoclutions the UN Security Council, on

Viet Nam, as invalid, and insist that we must go back to the 1954
. Geneva convention.

. . PULBRIGHT: Well, as a matter of fact, I have suggested, as
others, that at the reconvening of the Geneva conference, under
the chalrmanship of Great Britaein and Russia, would be an appropriate

- way to approach this matter. President Johnson has from time to time
atated the Geneva accords a&s the bssis for negotiation, the starting
Place to see 1f we oould reach a settlement, so that 1f that's the

- way they wish 1%, and they're willing to partliocipate, and the oco-

. chairmen are willing to eall it, this would seem to me to be a very
good recommendation of the Security Council. The Seocurity Counecil,
as I underatand it, has a free rein, to recommend whatever they
think wight being these parties together and have negotiations
80 I would see nothing wrong with that. I regret that they rafuso

. o oome to the UN -~ I would prefer, now that it's started, that
they come to the UN, and make their own case, even 1f thatts the
result. I think it!'s terrible that they're so contemptuous of the
UN -~ I don't approve of that at all, but we're dealing with a faot,
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and 1f this 1s the only way to get 1t, I see nothing particularly
wrong, because this has been advocated,

In fact we urged the calling, the re-convening of 1t -- the
Britlsh I think proposed 1it, and the Russians refused =- this was
a year or two ago, 1f my memwory serves me right.

AGRONSKY: You've repeatedly called for the involvement of

the Viet Cong. Do you think they should be involved in this
Instance again?

FULBRIGHT: It would seem to me that this is & purely
practiocal matter, not a theorstical one, that they are the army
in being -~ we are told that they have somewhere gn the neighborhood
of 256 to 260,000 men, which is the core of the fighting in South
Vlet Nam. They are the (rebel?) so to speak against the regime
which we support, the key regime -- I would think they were a
proper party to a negotiation, because if you negotlate over their
heads, you arrive at agreements that they're not involved in, they
can keep on fighting. This could be a futile thing.

AGRONSKY: You feel we must accept the Viet Cong partiocipation
to end thils thing?

: FULBRIGHT: I believe that 1t'e necessary, because they're the
boys dolng the fighting. They have the guns -- they're killing our
beople, and that's where you want to start, If you have a cease=
fire, who do you have a cease~fire with? Do you have 1t with
Hanol, or do you have it with the Viet Cong? Directly -- the
theory of the Administration seews to be that Hanol absolutely
eontrols it all -~ I'm not sure this is clear. Thase people that
are doing the fighting in the field, I'm sure they are allied with
them -- they undoubtedly take advice and orders from Ceneral (Chiat?)
because he's a superior kind of a director, but they also have a
belng of thelr own, they have representatives abroad. It could well
be these people haven't tasted to some degree of control of their
own affairs, might like it, and they might 1like to =- in faot 1t
might be wise to try to develop & 1little more division between the
Viet Cong and Hanol, I think 1t might serve our purposes.

SEVAREID: Senator, the Russians apparently are moving into
North Viet Nam a 1ittle bit more all the time. Much talk of putting
in sophisticated weapons. They seem to want to get into a position
politically between the Chinese and Ho Chi Minh's regime, to become
the dominant foreign influence with Hanol. Isn't it posslble that
as time goes by, and this war is still on, that a settlement really
is going to be made between us and the Soviet Union%

.. FULBRIGHT: I think they ought to be involved., They are a
great power, in that area -- not only that area =- but in the
world, and I think they ought to be involved, and therefore I am
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Very much 1n lavor ol that. 1 Ghink 1t would be & good thing.

My guess 1ls -- and it 1s purely a guess of course -- that on
balance they would rather like to see this settled before 1t gets
out of hand. Why else did they become -- inject themselves,
apparently successfully in the controversy between Pakistan and
India? Some of our best advisers in their professional (extent ?)
said that was utterly utterly impossible that the Russians could
do anything, it was jJust a propaganda gesturs -- but it worked.

3 SEVAREID: Senator Fulbright, the Secretary of State has
#ald recently that he thinks the world on the whole is further
away from the danger of nuclear war than it has been in the past.
I take it you don't agree with that? :

. FULBRIGHT: I don't think human nature has gone through any
great change in recent years. I think we're subject to many of _the
same 1ills that have affliocted us from the beginning. It's golng to
take some very major and persistent effort on the part of wise
leaders to make a change in the kind of instinot, feellings, emotions,
and so on that have resulted in wars before, This is why Itve had
8such great hopes that our country, with this unprecedented economio
power, -physlcal power, invulnerable in a sense, 1insofar as you oan
accept nuclear weapons, to so many things that afflicted other
countries, and no real ambitions. . . that we might play a real

leading role 1n changing the course of events that lead periodically
to these wars, ‘ . o

o » . o
fioe I don't see any ground foir the optimism that you indicate., I
dldn't know the Secretary had thought that -- he dlidnt't svidence
any optimlsm before my committee the other day, and I didn't
realize that he felt we were in much better state than before.

- . AGRONSKY: Might the optimlasm not derive for the Secretary,
for his feeling that the Russians also want peace?

FULBRIGHT: I don't know -~ I don't recall his having atated
that. I really can't read the mind of the Secretary of state. I
think I'm not a very good authority --

. SEVAREID: Isn't it generally true, Senator, that people
responslble for the condust of poliocy, like a president, or a

sooretary of state, just cannot afford the luxury of publie
pessimism? \

~ FULBRIGHT: Well I dontt know about that., It seems to me that
we'd all get along better 1if we say what we think -- whether it's
pessimistio, or optimistio, and I mentioned a moment ago == this
thing troubles me about prestige, and the nations have always been
afflicted with this saving face. I can see our little countries,
that are on the make and hasn't wuch o support 1%, must be very
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cautious of its dignity and so on, Our oountry, it seems to me, can
afford to be magnanimous, where a small country cannot afford to,
maybe, in the eyes of the world, and it seems that because we could
do thinge that no other country eould do, without people thinking
we are degenerate, or soft, or weak, or all that sort of thing.

We wouldn't lose face, we'd gain face in my oplnion, if we would act

wigely and magnanimously, and generously 1n these situations, becausq
wo oan afford to.

} SEVAREID: Senator Fulbright, I think we have comwe to the end
of our allotted time here. You've been very patient, and very
responsive. We'd both like to thank you very much.
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